Abstract -Viewed in terms of the operative mechanism, three types of scientific activity are distinguished: 'Academic science' is assessed by peer review, 'industrialized science' by higher level administrators and sponsors and 'service science' by local residents and the general public. The first one belongs to the past and second to the contemporary world; I try to clarify the function of the third kind which belongs to future.
N early a decade ago, Jerome Ravetz concluded his study of Scientific Knowledge and its Social Problems with a call for a 'critical science'.
1 Briefly stated, Ravetz's proposal was as follows. The years since the Second World War had brought major changes to the scientific world. What had formerly been an academic activity carried on in a relatively isolated university setting had now become so deeply involved with the military-industrial establishment that science itself could be said to have become 'industrialized'. Fuelled by abundant financial resources, this new-style 'industrialized science' moved swiftly from project to project, but in the absence of a satisfactory means of checking and guiding its advance, it had proceeded with little thought for the consequences of its research and its effect on human society. This had given rise to a situation in which science seemed at odds with society, engendered an anti-science atmosphere, and led to an erosion of public confidence in science that science could ill afford to ignore. To overcome this breach between science and society, Ravetz pointed to the need for a science that would take the side of the average citizen and review scientific research with an eye towards defending the interests and promoting the welfare of those likely to be affected by it.
Ravetz's proposal, however, drew surprisingly little response. This may be attributed in part to the fact that he was not very specific about who was to take the initiative in the creation of this 'critical science', about what strategies might be available for its purposes, and about how it was to be financed. But doubts about the efficacy of this critical science were also voiced by those who shared his basic concerns. Some wondered whether his approach could really succeed in curbing the runaway of industrialized science. Others suggested that the concept itself was too passive -that it would take a more positive and creative alternative to capture the imagination of youth and lure them away from the rewards of industrialized science. This proposal for a 'service science' represents an attempt to take account of and respond to this kind of criticism. What I intend by the term will, I hope, become clearer as I proceed, but to facilitate initial comparison with the more familiar academic and industrialized types of science I have prepared Table 14 .1 below. 
